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V were fired from behind 
- and above for the simple 
■ reason I have never seen 
the. X-rays. 

"In addition, while . I am 
: not an expert on such mat- 
- tersj I doubt that . X-rays 
coilld; show such a thing 
one way or the other.” •" 

B ut Liebeler' believes 
the . pictures of the Pres- 
ident's’ wounds would 
more ’ likely confirm the 
findings. And he /thinks 
such material, which he 
understands has been 
turned bver to the Justice 
Department by the Kenne- 
dy family, should be made, 
available to a responsible 
body. 

He said the commis- 
sion's working papers, 

. now secreted in the na- 
tional archives, may be 
available for scrutiny 
within 60 days. 

The university, will be 
asked for funds to permit 
students to go to Washing- 
ton to analyze this materi- 
t al and perhaps to do furth- 
er research in Dallas, Lie- 
beler said. ’ 

Besides reviewing the 

■ record, the students may 
\ also interview experts—- 

-| such as pathologists — to 
see if some more investi- 
gation ought to be done. 

Writing. Criticized 

But Liebeler empha- 
sizes that his criticism of 
the commissiion staff work 
was directed not at .the in- - 
vestigatipn— which . hg ,be- 
-. Keyes, was*, thorough— but 
at the writing of thelre- 

■ port. , ; V 

"The time rush basically . 
affected how , the v. report ’ 
was written, not the inves- 
tigation,' 1 he said. 

. Liebeler said Epstein' is 
incorrect when he sug- 
gests that, the commission 
took only 10 weeks for its 
work. He said it basically 
lasted at least seven 
months — and some furth- 
er investigations were car- 


ried on even beyond that. 

For example, he had 
raised a question about a 
print of Oswald's palm re- 
portedly listed by Dallas 
police from the underside 
of the rifle which fired the 
fatal shots. FBI tests 
showed no such print, nor 
even any evidence that a 
print had been lifted. ■'.... 

But. Liebeler saw that 
r the matter was pursued in 
Dallas after the commis- 

sion's basic investigation 
had been completed. 
Further investigation of 
[the lifted palm print 
showed markings proving 
•that it could have come 
only from the rifle in ques- 
tion. ... j>. 

These ' are . the topics '.v 
Liebeler has. assigned his ,' 
students to explore: •• 

! 1 — How did the police 

\ get the' description that 

■ Was sent out over the po- 
lice radio and what is the., 
' likelihood that it led to 

' Oswald's arrest? General .. 
treatment by the Warren 
. report of eye-witness iden- . 

■ tif ication of Oswald. 

2 — Evidence on Os- 
wald^ rifle capability. 

3 — Source of the shots. .. 

4 — Did Oswald purchase/' 

' the rifle and keep it in his 

possession until the time 
of the assassination? 

5 — Did Oswald bring the 
rifle into the Texas School 
Book Depository on Nov. 
22, 1963, or at any other 
time? 

6 — Was Oswald at the 
window at the time of the 
assassination? 

7 — Did Oswald kill Offi- 
cer J. D. Tippit? 

8 — What did Oswald do - 
from 12:30 p.m. to the time 
he was . arrested , in the 
Texas theater? 

9 — Did Oswald earlier 
, shoot at retired Maj. Gen. 

‘ Edwin A. Walker? 

10— Analysis of the sto- . 
ry that Oswald had- a sight - 

.mounted on a rifle at a. 


■ gun. shop in suburban Irv- 
/ ihg, indicating ., he owned 

another /rifle. " • 

’.h j 1 lA-Analysis'- oLthe tes- 
? timony 1 by SyiviV'Gdio n. 
: .suggesting that Oswald''! 
' may . have . been involved- 
with Cubans in a conspira- 
cy. 

12 — Were Oswald and 
his killer, Jack Ruby, 
known to each other be- 
fore the assassination or 
involved in any kind of 
conspiracy, directly or in- 1 
directly? 

13 — Make the strongest 
argument that (a) Oswald 

■ was not involved in the as- 
sassination at all and (b) 
that he did not do it alone. 
Defend the report on these 
propositions. 

14— Where was the bul- 
let found that was recov- 
ered after the assassina- 
tion? 

15 — Medical evidence 
relevant to the one-bullet 
theory. 

16 — Other physical facts j 


on the bullet — trajectory, j 
f i r e-arms identification, [ 
weight, etc; 

J v 17 — Did ■ the bullet go f 
through the President's j 
body as suggested by the ! 
.'one-bullet theory, and if j 
: not, when was the .Pres- j 
; ident Hit, what hit him I 
Jqnd \vhere is it? ’ 

■Vk( . 'Wrote Chapter 
i; ''"Liebeler's specific task f 
.for the Wapren Commis- • 

' sion Was to write the chap- .' 

: ter dealing with Oswald's i 
/■background and possible ' 
motives, plus about one- . 

' fifth of the chapter on pos- 
sible conspiracy. 

. But he also reviewed 
the chapter on the assas- 
sin. He wrote a critical 
memo which succeeded in 
bringing about some chan- . 
ges in the text— although 
not all he wanted, he says. 

An honor s graduate of 
the University of Chicago 
law school in 1957, the 35- ; 
yea r-old Liebeler prac- • 
ticed law in New York be- 
fore he was assigned to j' 
work with the commis- ; 
sidn. He is now in his se- ■ 



cond .year as an acting i 
professor at UClA. . 

He believes that' even ; 
though not all of the.. : 
evidence introduced be-, 
^fore fhe commission would . 

. be -admissable-'in a murder; ■ 
trial, there probably was T 
sufficient . physical-; 
.-evidence to have convict-.. 
ed-Oswald had he lived. . i j 
. But Liebeler raises a • ! 
deeper and. perhaps even ■ : 
more , intriguing question,. | 
in the light of the current \ \ 
controversy over f r e e • ] 
press and fair trial, . ,, f 
Where could. 'Oswald ., | 
ever have gotten a.'fair tri- ; 
al? ■ { 


